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But when young people, in categoridal and
dogmatic terms, reject all soclety, and reject
1t with bitterness and disdain, questions
should be psked. What is thelr purpose?
What 18 thelr vislon? What s wrong?

TFor a better soclety, conceived on Judalc-
Christian reslities, cennot be brought about
by New Leftism, The New Leftlats claim a
high moral purpose (“Basically SDS politics
atem from - disaffection and a moral out-
rage T . ) and a splritua) sensittivity to
injustice, intolerance, and uniairncss. But
how can this be?

When you sweepingly denounce the respon-
sible leadership of the nation, even those who
are honestly and sincerely trying to correct
the many 1lls of our soclety (legitimate rc=-
form leaders are regulerly lampooned by the
New Left), who remalins?

When you bitterly distrust the older gene-
retion and accuse 1t of the most base men-
dpoity and dishonesty (usually without proof
or facts), whore 1s feirness?

When you find Inetdents of hypocrisy and
sham in our society (there are some), and
then indilet all of soclety, overlooking what 1s
good and positive, isn’t ths having o distorted
viston?

When you speak (as does the New Letft) In
terms of a dogmatic moralism that conslders
1teelft right and all other viewpoints wrong,

. whete are the possibilitles of creative
dialoguo?

When you derounce and denounce and de-
nounce and offer nothing constructive, what
happens?

When you constantly view your country
as belng in the wrong but saylng nothing
really critical about Communlsm, or Castro,
or Mano, or Ho, isn’t this indicative of a
preconcelved bias?

No concrete proof exlsts that the New
Left 1s sinceroly intorested (as 1t claims) in
improving this country, That's why It ls at
heart a form of neo-paganism,

The whole mood of the New Left makes the
movement particularly susceptible to Infll-
tration and menipulation by the so-called
“0Old Left”"—meaning the Communist Party
and the Trotskyltes. And that is exactly what
is happening. The Communist Party, for ex-
ample, and tts youth front, the W.E.B. DuBois
Clubs, have deeply Imbedded themselves in
the New Loft—helping organize demonstra-
tlond, participating in planning sessions,
making policy declsions.

ot that the entire New Left 1s Communist-
dominated. It 1s not. Some elements of-the
New Left have criticized the Communist
Party. This criticlam, however, is not so much

opposition to Marxist-Leninist principles as

opposition to Communist cohcepts of dis-
cipline and organization, Though sympsa-
thetie to Communist alms, they do not want
to bocome Communist members and be
caught up in the Party’s bureaucracy.

Ag part of its youth program,; the Party is
today meking strenuous efforts to reap bhene-
fit from the New Left. In a recent discussion
of the New Left in the Party’s theoretical
journal, Political Ajfairs, a writer made those
frank comaments in an article entitled “Many
Can Be Won for Communism:”

“I belleve 1t is time for the Party to con-

" sider the New Left as o reoruiting ground for
militant cadre. . . . Proctor [ohe of the other
writers] is correct in stating that there is s
surprisingly large scction of the New Left
ready to listen to Communists, and willing to
see Communist ldeas In acfion. I hasten to
add, and to joln the Communist Party, if and
when the opportunity presents itsclf, Let us
prepare clagses, develop open youth leader-
ship, establish soclal contact with individuals
of the New Left, and, in short, bring those
whom we can into our ranks. In doing so we
will go a long ways towards preparing our
Party for the new radical period ahead.”

Hcre 1s the danger—that a disciplined, ex-
perienced revolutionary organization, like the
Communist Party,’ will be able to reach intec
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the varegated, at times almost chaotic, New
Left movement, recrult young people, and
then train them Into revolutionary cadres.
Remembering the words of Lenin, the Party

-realizes that revolutlonary zeal, vociferous

and outspoken, 1s not of great value unless 1
iz channeled into revolutionary cadres—the
dedicated men and women who are trained
for revolutlon. The tumultuous unpredicta-
billty of'somo of the New Left leaders makes
the Party distrustful of them; but the New
Left g a movement has given the Party an
ideological bonanza undreamed of just a few
years ago.

In the book of Isalah (56: 4) a verse which
often comes to my mind:

“What more was there to do for my vineynrd,
that I have not done In 1{t?

When I looked for 1t to yicld grapes, why
did 1t yield wild prapes?”

-Why the New Left? What has caused this
nihilist group—small in numbers yot poten-
tlally great for evil? Why have these wild
grapes grown In a soclety which has lavishod
so much time, attention, and wealth on its
young people, to train them to be reaponsible
citizens? ’ T

“Wo come from homes with all the status
tickets,” a New Left atudent told a newsman,
“We wero born into comfort and securlty.
Our disaffection comes from having sll that
soclety has to offer—ahd fcellng shallow.
Othor kids have the American dream hefore
thom. Wo were horn into the American
dream.”

Meaybe soclety has lavished too much of
the wrong kind of things on these young
people? oo much money for personal use?
Too much permissiveness? Too much afflu-
ence? A high percentago of college-age Now
Leftlsts come from affluent homes—where
they have mnever wanted In the physioal
things of life. Have too many parents placed
a false emphasig In the llves of these young
peopls, stressing the material rather than the
spiritual? Have young pcople heon taught to
prize what 1s expedient and oasy rather than
to work hard and do an acceptdble job?

Mayhe we have emphasized too much the
rights and privileges of the Individual rather
than his duties and responsibilities?

Just what are the churches dolng? Are
clergymen and concerned laymen devoting
the attention they should to youth? Are
they involved in a dlalogue—-a heart-to-heart
conversation—with these young poopic, en-
deavoring to answer. gome of tholir probing
questions about human exlstence, such as:
Who am [? Why am I here? What 1s the pur-
pose of life? What values have mcaning?

All of us, clergymen ahd laymen, necd to
look deeper into our hoarts 0 answer thcse
questions. .

1. We need to know our young people bet-
ter. Young people want a helping hand, love,
care, and nurture. There are too many broken
homes, separated familles, and failures of
the parent-youth relationship. Too many par-
ents don't know thelr children today.

2. We must reaslize that monetary afflu-
ence (money, home, swimrning popl) cannot
by themaelves cepture a child's affectlon,
Money 1s too often used to bribe children—
to keep them falsely happy, to simulate a
parent-ohild rolationship that doesn’t exist.
The irresponsible flabbiness of affluenco has
become a deterrent to spiritual growth.

3. We need to inculeate In our young people
the idea that in a free soclety the single
person counts. Too maeny of these young
people complain of powerlessness, lmpotence,
spiritual sterllity. Tholr vision is distorted.
They can, by exercising intelligence, moral
example, and inttiative, influence the world
in which they livec. Our soolety is not, except
to the perennial pessimist, a closed, fixed
soclety thet defies efforts to change it,

4. We must emphasize that the generat!oné
must work together. Trust runs from child
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to parent and parent to chlld. Civilization is
croated by the constant interaction of gener-
attong, Iov a soclely prowlng Increasingly
young, there must be a new respoct for the
wisdom of the eldera.

5. We need to instill a love of country in the
hearts of young Americans—that they are
helrs of a great tradition of 1iberty nnd that it
it 1s to remain meaningful it must be won
anew- eaph day. Patriotlsm 1is not old-
fashioned. Being proud of country and flag
is the natural responso of concerned and
intelligent citizons.

6. We need to encourage our young gen-
erntion to understand fully that obcdience
to law is the heart of democratic soclety. If
a person digobeys a law Jjust because he
doean't like it, or feels it ls wrong, this can
only bring -chaos, Cur free society contains
constitutional processes whereby laws can
be changed. TUnilateral disobedience 18
Wwrong.

7. Young people must realize that spiritual
faith 1s the ultimate lifeline of fruitful liv-
ing. God is the eternal hope, Man-made gods,
like chips of wood, perish. They hold tom-
porary thrall, but disintegrate in the burning
sun of human experlence. To live rully,
abundantly, and courageously, man needs
God.

In the history of the world no figure hes
reinforced the trus and the good more than
Jesus of Nazareth, and no book has wielded
greater power for godliness and decency
fhan the Bible. To know the Judaic-Christian
realities afresh is the great consuming need
of the younger generation today, and there
i little hope of thoir renewal unless adults
make these commitments thelr own., Never
have the churches—clergy and lalty—Ilived
in s time of greater opportunity to exhibit
the Importance of falth and trust in God
and of obedience to his will, and nover in the
history of our generation would thelr faiture
to do s0 be more calamitous.

of Remarks

CH INVASION PREDICTED, RU-
MANIAN INVASION WARNED BY
HUNGARIAN FREEDOM GROUF

HON. FRANK HORTON

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, October 10, 1968

Mr. HORTON. Mr. Spcaker, I am
pleased to share with my colleagues in
the House today a statement lssued by
the Hungarian Freedom Fighters warn-
ing against a policy of appeasement by
the United States {in Eastern Europe.

This resolution warns agalnst the
dangers. of allowing the strength of
‘'NATO to dissolve, of turning a deaf ear
to the crics for freedom in Czechoslo-
vakia, and of sowing the seeds of ap-
peasement where Soviet action in East-
ern Europe is eoncerned.

It 1s a resolution that bears careful
reading and contemplation because it
points out that the current crisis in Easl-
ern Europe 1s the result of the Soviet
Union’s ability to suppress freedom in a
nation by military force without fear of
reprisal.

I can only pray that the echos of
marching feet into the Sudetenland in
1938 are not replaced in 1968 with Rus-
sian boots marching across the face of
Europe because this Nation forgot the
lesson of World War IT.

The preface and resolution follow:
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PREFACE

The Hungarlan Freedom Federation, U.S.A.,
meeting In its Seventh Congress, comes to-
gether at a very auspicious time.

Only 8 few days after the ruthless Soviet
invasion of Czechoslovakia, we met in an
atmosphere of much questioning and even
fear about the future of the balance of power
between the Bast and West. As Hungarlan
Freedom Fighters, we are in a unique position
to assess the meaning of the situation n
Czechoslovakia.

In a public statement made August 31, 1968,
by Representative Frank Horton (R-N.Y.),
the American people were advised to “watch
closely the proceedings of this Seventh
Congress of the Hungarian Freedom Fighters'
Federation, because the survivors of red
tyranny against Hungary in 1856 have much
to teach us about the current crists.

It 18 in this prospective that we offer the
following resolution.

RESOLUTION OF THE SEVENTH CONGRESS OF
THE HUNGARIAN FREFDOM FIGHTERS FEDERA-
TION T.8.A, CONCERNING THE CURRENT
CRrISI1S IN EAsT EUROPE

The bridge deslgned by Western concern
in search for betterment of the prevalling
conditions in Eastern Europe and bullt by
miscalculation of political realities col-
lapsed under the weight of Russian tanks
invading Prague.

Based on our unlque personal experlence
and firsthand knowledge of Boviet tactics
we warned the BSecretary General of the
United Nations as early as July 27th, 1968 In
a telegram to be prepared for those even-
tualities which have since become facta.

In 1958, a spontaneous, popular, armed
repudiation of Communism falled In
Hungary despite of the gallantry of the
Hungarian people and of the unanimous
condemnation of the Russian aggression by
world opinion.

Just recently and in contrast, a carefully
designed and officlally controlled effort by
the Czechoslovak Communist Party toward
Uberalization, within the framework of the
Warsaw Pact was similarly crushed as soon
as 1t became apparent that a meaningful
degree of individual freedom Iin Czechoslo-
vakia might be achieved.

The Hungarian Freedom Pighters Federa-
tion U.8.A. never subscribed to the notion
that a one-sided bridge-building policy can
ever achleve any beneficial results.

The Seventh National Congress of the
Federation presents the following conclu-
sions:

1. Behind the Communist ideological ti-
rades Russian imperialistic aims are hidden
and reallzed by naked Russian aggression.

2. It 1s evident that the Kremlin's recent
foreign pollcy decisions have been suggested
by the military, alarmed by the possibility of
losing control over tactically Important geo-
graphical areas.

3. In view of the Russian generals’ grow-
ing influence In pollcymaking, further
aggressive moves of the Red Army can be
expected in order to secure advantageous
positions.

4. The invasion shortly following the
Bratislava agreement demonstrates again the
utter disregard of moral and international
obligations by the Soviet government.

5. In the face of naked Russian ageres-
sion any relaxation of Western military alert-
ness and preparedness seems to be suicidal.

6. The brute exhibitlon of force clearly

“showed fo the Western Communist parties
and sympathizers that they can count on
the “support” an “brotherly friendship” of
the Soviet Unlon only as long as they are
willing to serve the interests of Russian na-
tionallsm over and above their own. The
implementation of the concept of "human-
ized Communism” {8 hopeless under such
circumstances.
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The Hungarian Freedom Fighters Federa-
tion U.B.A. deems the following measures
necessary and feasible,

The resolutions made by the NATO ambas-
sadors in Washington, D.C., on August 3ist,
1888 and the policy described by the repre-
sentative of the U.S. Department of State
should be immediately and greatly expanded.
In detadls:

A. A decisive, immediate and public re-
pudiation of any secret obligations estab-
lishing the status-quo in Eastern Europe is
needed if such obligations exist. If such ob-
ligations never existed diplomatic timidity
&hall not honor and perpetuate the de facto
establirhed lines of the status-quo.

B. To discourage further military adven-
tures of the Russian Army the urgent re-
vigoration of the NATO Alliance and the up-
dating of conventional armament for the
armed forces of the Alliance is imperative.

C. Recently established economic policies
for better East-West relations must be re-
evaluated. As a starting step, & revocation of
economiec concessions should follow the Rus-
sian aggression in Czechoslovakia.

D. Inept and timid diplomatic statements,
Inviting sggression should be ceased by high
level officials in the NATO Alliance. Farce-
ful and unequivocal pronouncements, such
as that made by the U.S. Presldent warning
against invasion of Rumanlia, should make it
evident that no further aggressions will be
tolerated.

The appeasement in 1988 resulied in World
War II. An appeasement {n 1868 may very
well sow the seeds of World War ITI. History
ssldom repeats itself: still those who are un-
able or unwilling to learn from the lessons
of the past deserve to be victimized by the
repetition of history. '

September 1, 1968 at the Seventh Congress
of the Hungarlan Freedom Fighters Federa-
tion U3.A.

Dr. ANDRAS POGANY,
President.
Baaw VITEZ,
Vice Prestdent, World Federation,
LaszLO PASZTOR,
Seeretary General.,
IsTvAN GEBEBEN,
Vice President.

THEODORE R. EUPFERMAN
HON. WM. JENNINGS BRYAN DORN

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 1, 1968

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, {t is with
regret that I have learned of the resigna-
tion of my good friend and coworker on
the Veterans' Affairs Committee, Con-
gressman THEODORE R. KUPFERMAN, of
New York. Congressman KUPFERMAN has
been a Member of this body for only
two terms, but In this short time we
have learned to respect and appreciate
Ris hard work and efforts in behalf of
this Nation’s veterans,

Congressman KUPFERMAN has faith-
fully devoted his time and energies to
the best interest of this Nation. He has
loyally served his constituents in the
17th District of New York. Congressman
EKuPrERMAN Dpossesses those qualities
which best describe a devoted and
patriotic American.

We will miss Congressman KUPFERMAN
here on the floor of the House, as well as
in our committee. I extend my best
wishes to him in his new undertakings.
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THE ARMS RACE: TOO MUCH OF
A BAD THINCr

HON. JEFFERY COHELA

COF CALIFORNIA -
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
‘Phursday, October 10, 1968

Mr. COHELAN. Mr. Speaker, the
United States Zaces a majcr decision on
nuclear policy ~hat will affect the nature
of this world fcr a long time to corae.

That question is whether to build new
and more sophisticated nuclear weapon-
ry or t) negotiate an agreement to limit
the proliferation of weapons of strategic
warfars. At steke is the security of the
world end the lives of millions of people.

Mr. Andrew Hamilton, writing in the
New York Times Magazine of October 6,
1868, offers cogent and lucid argwuments
for working toward the limiting of those
weapors as the way to provide security
for the peoples of the world.

Mr. Hamilton states so well the futility
of the srms rac2 when he says:

The United States and the U.S.SE. have
reached a high plateau of mutual det2rrence
where girenuous efforts to achieve nuclear
“supericrity” are self-deluding. ¥et in the
absence of a mutual agreement to end the
strategi¢ arms race, both nations ere con-
demned to continue adding more ardd new
varietien of weapons to their forces, each ner-
vously watching for a “technological break-
through”-—such as & perfect antimissile sys-
tem-—that would give 1ts opponent a decisive
advantage, N

Given the mutual deterrence, any money
which elther the United States or the Soviet
Union spends in tvhe future on strategis arms,
except tJ tnsure the survivabliity and celiver-
abllity cf its nuclear deterrent, will have only
an uncertain symbolic value, and moss Hkely
will sl ply stimulate strategic spending by
the other side. The world provides a ccnstant
remindet that there are more important uses
for its resources than a contest batween
wealthy nations for nuclear “superiority.”

Mr. Speaker, under unanhbmous consent
I submit Mr. Hemilton’s artiele for inclu-
sion in the REcorp. It is essential, in our
deliberations on the buildup of “deter-
rent weapons,” that the futility of the
arms race and its effect on our security
are considered and understood by the
Congress. I hope all Members will take
the tims= to read it.

The article follows:

THE ARMS RacE: Too MucH orF A BAap THING
{By Aadrew Hamilton)

WasH'NGTON.—The United States and the
Soviet Unlon, in the autumn of 1963, face
major decisions >n nucleat policy that will
affect tr.e nature of their rivalry for a long
time to come. One cholce 1s to explore, in the
phrase cf former Defense Secretary Robert S,
McNamsrgs, their “mutuality of interests” in
limiting the weapons of strategic warfare, The
other, in the abience of negotlations, is to
plunge {nto a new and possibly more rantic
era of nuclear weapons compet:tion.

Over the past seven years each of the two
powers bas acquired, at grent cost, large
strategic missile Jorces capable of destroying
the other as an organieed society. And each
side has also kept a substantial number of
long-range nuclear bombers, deting from the
fifties, t> supplement their misslles. At this
polnt In history, their forces are roughly in
balance. Neither side can deprlve the other
of its deterrent strength. A surprise attack by
elther would still leave the victim with more
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